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REMARKS 

This Amendment and the following remarks are intended to fully respond to the Final 
Office Action mailed December 8, 2008 (hereinafter the "Action"). In that Action, the 
specification was objected to for having an informality; the drawings were objected to because 
figures 6-23, 26-29, and 32-52 are screen shots which included gray shading; claims 1-12, 14-16, 
18-21, and 25-29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112 as being indefinite; and claims 1, 25, 30, 
and 38 were rejected under the judicially created doctrine of obviousness-type double patenting. 

In this response, claims 1, 12, 15, 16, 25 and 36 have been amended. No claims have 
been canceled or newly added. 

Objection to the Specification 

The Specification was objected to for having an informality. More specifically, the 
specification was objected to because the Related Applications section contained a priority claim 
to the application number and not the patent number of the parent application. In this response, 
the specification has been amended to include U.S. Patent No. 7,457,765. Accordingly, 
Applicants respectfully request that this objection be withdrawn. 

Objection to the Drawings 

The drawings were objected to because figures 6-23, 26-29, and 32-52 are screen shots 
which include gray shading. In response to this objection, replacement figures 6-23, 26-29, and 
32-52 have been included with this response. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that 
this objection be withdrawn. 

Double Patenting Rejection 

Claims 1, 25, 30, and 38 were rejected under the judicially created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting. In response to this rejection, Applicants have included a 
terminal disclaimer with this response. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully request that the 
obviousness-type double patenting rejection be withdrawn. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. S 112 

Claims 1-12, 14-16, 18-21, and 25-29 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112 as being 
indefinite. In response this rejection, claims 1 and 25 have been amended to overcome the 
antecedent basis problems pointed out in the Action. Accordingly, Applicants respectfully 
request that the 35 U.S.C. §112 rejection be withdrawn. 
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CONCLUSION 

It is believed that no further fees are due with this Response. However, the 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any deficiencies or credit any overpayment with 
respect to this patent application to deposit account number 13-2725. 

In light of the above remarks and amendments, it is believed that the application is now 
in condition for allowance and such action is respectfully requested. Should any additional 
issues need to be resolved, the Examiner is requested to telephone the undersigned to attempt to 
resolve those issues. 



Respectfully submitted, 
MERCHANT & GOULD 
P.O. Box 2903 

Minneapolis, Minnesota 55402-0903 
Telephone: (303) 357.1651 



Date: February 6. 2009 




Gregory G. Johnson, Registration. No. 59,027 
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